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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 August 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) 29-54.56-64 and 66-R1 j s /are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) S Claim(s) 47-54.56-64 and 66-R1 j s /are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 29-32.37-40.43 and 44 is/are rejected. 

7) |EI Claim(s) 33-36.41.42.45 and 46 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 
1 DU The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: www- 
1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on August 
12, 2004 has been entered. 

2. This Office action is in response to the amendment filed August 1 1 , 2004 in 
which claims 36, 38, 42, 47, 53, 66 and 74 were amended and claims 55, 65 and 82 
were cancelled. 

3. The rejections of the claims under 35 USC 112, first and second paragraphs are 
withdrawn in view of the amendment to the claims and Applicant's arguments. 

The rejection of the claims under 35 USC 102(b) is withdrawn in view of the amendment 
to the claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
tne prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made 
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5. Claims 29-32, 37-40 and 43-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kirk (US 5,023,095). 

Kirk teaches a composition comprising beta-carotene, at least one edible oil and 
dl-alpha-tocopherol (see abstract; col. 2, lines 17-24). The edible oil may be selected 
from coconut, palm, olive, peanut (a member of the Leguminosae family), and corn 
(grain). Kirk teaches that the oils may be used in combination (see col. 3, lines 22-28). 
Kirk also teaches that dl-alpha-tocopherol is an antioxidant (see col. 3, lines 47-50). 
Kirk teaches the limitations of the claims other than the differences that are discussed 
below. 

In the first aspect, Kirk differs from the claims in that she does not specifically 
teach applicant's intended use. However, intended use is given no patentable weight in 
claims that are directed to the composition per se. 

In the second aspect, Kirk differs from the claims in that she does not teach that 
the edible oils function as thermal stabilizers. However, given that Kirk teaches some of 
the same oils as applicant in combination with beta-carotene, it would be reasonable to 
expect that the oils would function in this capacity. Furthermore, a compound and its 
properties are inseparable. In re Papesch, 137 USPQ 43 (CCPA 1963). 

6. Claims 33-36, 41 , 42, 45 and 46 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Claims 47-54, 56-64 and 66-81 are allowed. The prior art fails to teach or 
suggest the claimed fuel additive or fuel composition containing said additive. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cephia D. Toomer whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 126. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vasu Jagannathan can be reached on 571-272-1 1 19. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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